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Census 1990  573,809    182,044    60,569    331,196   
Census 2000  559,062  ‐2.6%  166,179  ‐8.7%  57,502  ‐5.1%  335,381  1.3% 




































Dayton4  3  3,417 2,891 ‐15.4%
Dayton4  40  1,404 1,201 ‐14.5%
Dayton4  13  1,310 1,162 ‐11.3%
Dayton4  2  3,094 2,755 ‐11.0%
Dayton4  17  2,107 1,892 ‐10.2%
   
Dayton/Jefferson Twp  702.02  2,184 2,188 0.2%
Brookville/Clay Township  1301.02  5,929 5,961 0.5%
Butler Township  1102  7,898 7,950 0.7%
Englewood/Clayton  1251.01  5,886 5,995 1.9%
Germantown/German Twp  1650  5,911 6,036 2.1%
Jefferson Township  702.01  1,794 1,837 2.4%
Huber Heights  1004  4,314 4,456 3.3%
Butler Twp/Vandalia  1150.12  4,545 4,745 4.4%
Clayton/Union  1250  5,740 6,000 4.5%
Dayton  45  1,188 1,248 5.1%
Miamisburg/Miami Twp  505.01  10,192 11,367 11.5%
Downtown Dayton  15  2,129 2,416 13.5%
Riverside  903.01  8,189 9,307 13.7%
Miami Twp/Washington Twp  404.02  11,690 13,399 14.6%


























































































































































Total  559,062    537,700   ‐3.8% 
Under 5 years of age  37,054  6.6%  34,948 6.5%  ‐5.7% 
5 to 17 years of age  100,925  18.1%  92,337 17.2%  ‐8.5% 
18 to 24 years of age  54,064  9.7%  51,605 9.6%  ‐4.5% 
25 to 34 years of age  76,052  13.6%  63,575 11.8%  ‐16.4% 
35 to 44 years of age  86,275  15.4%  73,732 13.7%  ‐14.5% 
45 to 54 years of age  76,651  13.7%  79,737 14.8%  4.0% 
55 to 64 years of age  51,344  9.2%  62,750 11.7%  22.2% 
65 years of age or older  76,697  13.7%  79,016 14.7%  3.0% 
 
  Montgomery 
County, Ohio  City of Dayton  City of Kettering  Entitlement Area
2008  %   2008  %  2008  %  2008  % 
Total  537,700  144,008 54,455 339,237 
Under 5 years of age  34,948  6.5% 10,967 7.6% 3,130 5.7% 20,851  6.1%
5 to 17 years of age  92,337  17.2% 23,336 16.2% 8,332 15.3% 60,669  17.9%
18 to 24 years of age  51,605  9.6% 20,270 14.1% 4,483 8.2% 26,852  7.9%
25 to 34 years of age  63,575  11.8% 18,915 13.1% 7,151 13.1% 37,509  11.1%
35 to 44 years of age  73,732  13.7% 18,366 12.8% 7,071 13.0% 48,295  14.2%
45 to 54 years of age  79,737  14.8% 19,891 13.8% 8,351 15.3% 51,495  15.2%
55 to 64 years of age  62,750  11.7% 14,586 10.1% 5,961 10.9% 42,203  12.4%


























































Count  %  Count  %  Count  %  Count  %  Count  % 
White 
 Non‐Hispanic 
1990  807,252  84.9%  460,568  80.3%  105,526  58.0%  58,856  97.2%  296,186  89.4% 
2000  776,050  81.6%  424,183  75.9%  87,487  52.6%  54,338  94.5%  282,358  84.2% 
2008*  674,943  80.5%  401,089  74.6%  76,130  52.9%  51,220  94.1%  273,739  80.7% 
Black 
Non‐Hispanic 
1990  117,626  12.5%  101,421  17.7%  73,360  40.3%  432  0.7%  27,629  8.3% 
2000  125,816  13.2%  110,454  19.8%  71,291  42.9%  942  1.6%  38,221  11.4% 
2008*  120,787  14.4%  108,566  20.2%  61,167  42.5%  1,248  2.3%  46,151  13.6% 
Other Races 
Non‐Hispanic 
1990  7,998  0.8%  7,281  1.3%  1,802  1.0%  804  1.3%  4,675  1.4% 
2000  11,590  1.2%  17,329  3.1%  4,775  2.9%  1,582  2.8%  10,972  3.3% 
2008*  28,960  3.5%  25,963  4.8%  3,172  2.2%  1,262  2.3%  13,295  3.9% 
Total Hispanic 
(All Races) 
1990  6,434  0.7%  4,539  0.8%  1,356  0.7%  477  0.8%  2,706  0.8% 
2000  6,612  0.7%  7,096  1.3%  2,626  1.6%  640  1.1%  3,830  1.1% 
































































































































































































Persons with Disabilities, 2000






















































































Count  %  Count % Count %
Married Couple 
1970  24,121  78.1%  9,886  91.1%  44,810  93.0% 
1980  16,841  60.1%  6,702  83.8%  38,651  87.0% 
1990  10,858  50.9%  5,827  81.8%  76,743  76.6% 
2000  8,285  45.1%  4,997  72.0%  30,505  64.4% 
2008  6,043  9.9%  4,119  16.4%  68,099  49.3% 
Percent Change 
1970 to 2008   
‐74.95%     ‐58.34%     51.97%    
Percent Change 
2000 to 2008   





1970  6,746  21.9%  963  8.9%  3,369  7.0% 
1980  11,158  39.9%  1,292  16.2%  5,764  13.0% 
1990  10,480  49.1%  1,298  18.2%  23,401  23.4% 
2000  10,095  54.1%  1,934  28.0%  12,125  35.6% 
2008  9,364  15.3%  2,058  8.2%  13,278  9.6% 
Percent Change 
1970 to 2008   
38.8%     113.7%     294.1%    
Percent Change 
2000 to 2008   













































Butler Township  $62,055  N/A  N/A 
Clay Township  $43,451  N/A  N/A 
Brookville  $39,853  N/A  N/A 
Phillipsburg  $41,458  N/A  N/A 
Clayton  $60,625  N/A  N/A 
Englewood  $46,920  N/A  N/A 
German Township  $51,809  N/A  N/A 
Germantown  $47,179  N/A  N/A 
Harrison Township  $31,997  N/A  N/A 
Huber Heights  $49,158  N/A  N/A 
Jackson Township  $46,164  N/A  N/A 














New Lebanon  $40,801  N/A  N/A 
Jefferson Township  $31,723  N/A  N/A 
Miami Township  $46,087  N/A  N/A 
Miamisburg  $48,316  N/A  N/A 
Moraine  $34,341  N/A  N/A 
Oakwood  $72,392  N/A  N/A 
Perry Township  $43,427  N/A  N/A 
Riverside  $37,034  N/A  N/A 
Trotwood  $34,931  N/A  N/A 
Union  $50,456  N/A  N/A 
Vandalia  $44,463  N/A  N/A 
Washington Township  $63,821  N/A  N/A 
Centerville  $54,892  N/A  N/A 




































1969  15.3  22.8  6.3
1979  17.7  29.6  11.3
1989  18.9  33.8  12.1











































1969  58.8  60.4  51.6
1979  61.6  60.2  61.3
1989  63.0  58.6  65.5




1969  25.9  16.9  42.1
1979  20.7  10.2  27.4
1989  18.1  7.7  22.4

























Population 25 years and over  350,723 39,317 11.2% 
Less than high school graduate  42,566 10,973 25.8% 
High school graduate (includes equivalency)  108,134 13,727 12.7% 
Some college, associate's degree  113,530 11,363 10.0% 











Population 25 years and over  86,968 19,341 22.2% 
Less than high school graduate  15,980 15,980 37.3% 
High school graduate (includes equivalency)  30,533 30,533 24.5% 
Some college, associate's degree  26,985 26,985 18.5% 











Population 25 years and over  38,013 2,851 7.5% 
Less than high school graduate  2,733 411 15.0% 
High school graduate (includes equivalency)  10,308 1,029 10.0% 
Some college, associate's degree  12,911 977 7.6% 























1969  8.1%  13.7%  3.2% 
1979  10.4%  20.8%  4.2% 
1989  11.9%  26.5%  4.2% 
1999  10.3%  23.0%  6.6% 







































2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008
Dayton 6.9 7.9 10.2 7.5 7.8 7.4 7.0 7.2 8.5
Kettering 2.3 2.7 3.5 5.1 5.4 5.3 4.7 5.1 6.2
Mont Co Entitle Area 3.0 3.6 4.6 6.2 6.1 6.0 5.7 5.9 7.2
Mont County 4.0 4.6 6.0 6.4 6.5 6.3 5.9 6.2 7.4
Ohio 4.0 4.4 5.7 6.2 6.1 5.9 5.4 5.6 6.5































































































































































































































Count  % Count % Count % Count  %
With a mortgage  102,095  21,280 10,920 69,895 
Less than 20.0 percent  39,245  38.4% 8,029 37.7% 3,875 35.5% 27,341  39.1%
20.0 to 24.9 percent  17,712  17.3% 3,279 15.4% 2,123 19.4% 12,310  17.6%
25.0 to 29.9 percent  13,340  13.1% 2,737 12.9% 1,705 15.6% 8,898  12.7%
30.0 to 34.9 percent  8,112  7.9% 1,522 7.2% 853 7.8% 5,737  8.2%









Count  %  Count % Count % Count  %
Total renters  73,183  27,458 7,750 37,975 
Less than 15.0 percent  9,718  13.3% 2,424 8.8% 1,145 14.8% 6,149  16.2%
15.0 to 19.9 percent  9,522  13.0% 3,202 11.7% 941 12.1% 5,379  14.2%
20.0 to 24.9 percent  9,198  12.6% 2,657 9.7% 1,181 15.2% 5,360  14.1%
25.0 to 29.9 percent  7,995  10.9% 3,127 11.4% 927 12.0% 3,941  10.4%
30.0 to 34.9 percent  6,683  9.1% 2,094 7.6% 761 9.8% 3,828  10.1%
















































































Count  %  Count % Count % Count  % 
Total renters  80,634      31,913     8,584     40,137     
Less than 20 percent  28,622   35.5% 9,820 30.8% 3,348 39.0% 15,454  38.5% 
20 to 24 percent  10,115   12.5% 3,639  11.4% 1,122 13.1% 5,354  13.3% 
25 to 29 percent  8,143   10.1% 3,220  10.1% 897 10.4% 4,026  10.0% 
30 to 49 percent  15,119   18.8% 6,161  19.3% 1,694 19.7% 7,264  18.1% 
50 percent or more  13,241   16.4% 6,728  21.1% 1,223 14.2% 5,290  13.2% 




































Count  %  Count  %  Count  %  Count  %
With a mortgage   98,124  23,374  10,959     63,791 
Less than 20 percent   45,767  46.6% 10,292  44.0% 5,390  49.2%  30,085  49.2%
20 to 24 percent   17,497  17.8%  3,528  15.1%  2,057  18.8%   11,912  18.8%
25 to 29 percent   10,525  10.7%  2,500  10.7%  1,243  11.3%   6,782  11.3%
30 to 49 percent   6,826  7.0%  1,573  6.7%  716  6.5%   4,537  6.5%





























































































404.02  163    40  24.0 
903.01  146    37  22.3 
1250  142    38  20.4 
1650  141    7  19.8 
801  135    39  18.7 
11  134    703  18.0 
505.01  132    3  17.9 
705  131    43  17.9 
26  122    41  17.6 
5  118    12  17.4 
403.01  117    11  17.3 
4  113    35  17.0 
805  110    2  16.9 
8.01  109    44  16.8 
501.03  103    8.02  16.7 
1251.01  101       
903.02  101       
1501  100       




































































































































































































































































































































































































































































Renter‐occupied  74.6%  63.6%  24.4%  9.2% 
Owner‐occupied  86.1%  71.2%  42.8%  10.4% 
62 ‐74 Years of Age 
Renter‐occupied  62.6%  61.3%  28.0%  1.4% 
Owner‐occupied  84.8%  37.8%  29.9%  10.3% 
75+ Years of Age  
Renter‐occupied  73.5%  76.3%  67.1%  31.0% 

















Renter‐occupied  71.9%  62.9%  18.6%  8.6% 
Owner‐occupied  79.4%  61.4%  38.4%  8.1% 
62 ‐74 Years of Age 
Renter‐occupied  53.1%  38.7%  20.7%  0.0% 
Owner‐occupied  73.3%  60.3%  31.3%  8.8% 
75+ Years of Age  
Renter‐occupied  52.4%  56.5%  33.3%  35.0% 











Renter‐occupied  83.3%  73.1%  57.9%  13.9% 
Owner‐occupied  65.5%  66.7%  45.7%  7.0% 
62 ‐74 Years of Age 
Renter‐occupied  90.9%  78.9%  0.0%  0.0% 
Owner‐occupied  87.9%  28.6%  26.3%  4.5% 
75+ Years of Age  
Renter‐occupied  45.0%  63.6%  52.4%  36.0% 






























































































7 nights or less  46% 37%  ‐9% 
Between 7 & 30 nights  31% 28%  ‐3% 







































































Young Adults (18‐24)  115  20  95 
Single Adults (25+)  460  264  196 
Families  175  18  157 

































































































































2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007
Multi family units 329 208 566 889 201 92 188 28






















2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007
Multi Family $77,743 $91,266 $69,409 $85,857 $81,566 $77,731 $56,056 $76,571




















2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007
AVG SINGLE‐FAMILY UNIT $143,822 $144,992 $147,443 $144,457 $166,073 $168,390 $174,172 $211,452
AVG MULTI‐FAM UNIT $77,743 $91,266 $69,409 $85,857 $81,566 $77,731 $56,056 $76,571
MEDIAN INCOME $132,659 $133,880 $136,701 $139,556 $143,442 $148,463 $156,155 $160,882
LOW‐INCOME $106,127 $107,104 $109,361 $111,645 $114,754 $118,770 $124,924 $128,706
VERY LOW INCOME $66,329 $66,940 $68,351 $69,778 $71,721 $74,231 $78,077 $80,441
35% OF MEDIAN $46,430 $46,858 $47,845 $48,845 $50,205 $51,962 $54,654 $56,309
















































































































































































































































$2,278,000.00 $2,146,788.00 $1,922,771.00  $1,909,153.00
HOME Investment 
Partnership 
$1,341,733.00 $1,175,631.00 $1,081,959.00  $1,073,326.00
Emergency Shelter 
Grant 
$86,291.00 $83,320.00 $82,567.00  $82,922.00







































































































































































  2004  2005  2006  2007 
Total CDBG budget  $8,426,614 $7,983,040 $7,742,605  $8,065,106
Allocation  $2,278,000  $2,146,788  $1,922,771  $1,909,153
Program income  $1,062,328 $1,059,939 $946,323  $1,029,660 
Unexpended funds from the previous year  5,086,286  $4,776,313  $4,873,511  $5,184,639





























































































  Crim Precision    $  72,000.00
  Dysinger    $100,000.00
  Mound Laser and Photonics  $  71,128.00
  Mound Manufacturing    $  35,000.00
  Staub Laser Cutting  $100,000.00
  Total     $623,208.00











  Scott Tissue    $100,000.00
  MedCost    $  37,800.00
  Total    $184,370.00
 
2006  Vandalia Senior Center    $  74,500.00
  American Testing Services LTD  $  60,000.00
  Mound Laser & Photonics Center  $  50,000.00












  2004  2005  2006  2007 
Loans were closed using CDBG funds  11  12  11  6 
Expended amounts  $184,393.36   $286,427.91 $198,756.02  $98,141.49
















  2004  2005  2006  2007 
YWCA Housekeys Program  $  42,470.55 $ 35,000.00 $ 37,916.65  $ 29,169.07
The Other Place  $ 48,743.48 $ 44,999.98 $ 48,885.44  $ 44,996.43
American Red Cross  $ 15,000.00 $15,000.00 $ 15,000.00  $ 15,000.00
Daybreak  $ 15,000.00 $15,000.00 $ 16,250.00  $ 13,750.00




Owner‐Occupied Rehabilitation  2004  2005  2006  2007 
County Corp (all target areas)  $325,135.48 $ 54,666.78 $ 62,567.97  N/A 
County Corp‐Riverside Targeted Housing  $ 40,902.50 $296,420.59 $324,992.29  N/A 
County Corp‐Harrison Township Targeted 
Housing 
$123,549.00 N/A  N/A  N/A 
Total  $489,586.98 $351,087.37 $387560.26  N/A 
 
Lease/Purchase Activities  2004  2005  2006  2007 
HOMESTART (CHDO), including program 
income 
$534,666.81 $138,124.64 $435,404.44  $169,337.07
HOME‐funded Lease/Purchase  $200,661.93 $478,921.13 $493,662.09  $150,803.31
Total  $735,328.74 $617,045.77 $929,066.53  $320,140.38
 
Tenant‐Based Rental Assistance  2004  2005  2006  2007 
Daybreak Shelter for Youth  $20,000.00 $ 19,586.99 $ 22,442.66  $ 20,000.00
MVHO TBRA for Special Populations  $ 84,043.00 $ 15,425.00 N/A  $120,750.00
Places, Inc  $ 48,200.45 $ 42,223.85 $ 30,525.28  $ 46,718.62
YWCA  N/A  $ 15,351.00 $ 30,649.00  $ 24,164.75




2004  2005  2006  2007 
Habitat for Humanity  $ 93,219.40 $ 80,324.46 $ 23,763.70  $ 75,778.00
04Avondale CDC  $ 32,913.53 N/A  N/A  N/A 




















HOME funded lease/purchase  N/A N/A $ 55,354.00  N/A 
































HOME funded lease/purchase  N/A  N/A  $ 55,354.00  N/A 
Total  $ 41,180.00 $ 38,076.00 $86,929.00  N/A 
 
EMERGENCY SHELTER GRANT PROGRAM 
  2004  2005  2006  2007 
YWCA  Win for Teens (emergency housing)  $ 20,430.00 $ 19,800.00 $ 19,820.00  $ 19,912.00
The Other Place (day shelter)    $ 18,430.00 $ 17,710.00 $ 18,554.62  $ 19,143.48
Daybreak (youth shelter)  $ 30,431.00 $ 29,410.00 $ 31,393.37  $ 29,020.00
Salvation Army (emergency family 
housing) 





















































































Affordable Housing Accomplishments  2004  2005  2006 2007 
Closing and Disbursement of Funds for 
Owner‐Occupied Housing Units 
27  16  15 6


















2004  2005  2006  2007 
Places Inc.   $48,200.45 $15,425.00 $30,525.28 $46,718.62 
YWCA  N/A  N/A  $30,649.00 $24,164.75 































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































Countrywide Home Loans  11,827  6.3  6.3 
National City Bank  9,556  5.1  11.4 
JP Morgan Chase Bank  9,312  4.9  16.3 
Wells Fargo Bank, NA  8,876  4.7  21.0 
Fifth Third Mortgage Company  8,734  4.6  25.6 
Ameriquest Mortgage Company  7,690  4.1  29.7 
Union Savings Bank  7,651  4.0  33.7 
National City Bank Of Indiana  6,465  3.4  37.1 
GMAC Mortgage LLC  4,609  2.4  39.5 
Beneficial Company LLC  3,687  1.9  41.4 
Us Bank, N.A.  3,650  1.9  43.3 
Countrywide Bank, FSB (VA)  3,644  1.9  45.2 









Washington Mutual Bank  2,894  1.5  48.4 
HFC Company LLC (Il)  2,603  1.4  49.8 
HFC Company LLC  2,350  1.2  51.0 
CitiFinancial, Inc.  2,308  1.2  52.2 
The Huntington National Bank  2,281  1.2  53.4 
Wells Fargo Fin'l Ohio 1, Inc  2,269  1.2  54.6 
Keybank National Association  2,196  1.2  55.8 
New Century Mortgage Corporation  2,192  1.2  57.0 
Lehman Brothers Bank  2,166  1.1  58.1 
Residential Funding Corp.  2,106  1.1  59.2 
Liberty Savings Bank, FSB  2,096  1.1  60.3 
Us Bank North Dakota  2,025  1.1  61.4 
Fifth Third Bank  2,019  1.1  62.5 
Flagstar Bank  1,963  1.0  63.5 
Wright‐Patt Credit Union  1,869  1.0  64.5 








































































































(at or below 30% of the median area income)  3,166 2.3% 2.5%  2.5%
Very low‐income applicants 
(30% to 50% of the median area income)  15,505 11.0% 12.1%  14.5%
Low‐income applicants 
(50% to 80% of the median area income)  35,624 25.4% 27.8%  42.3%
All other applicants 
(at or above 80% of the median area income)  74,076 52.7% 57.7%  100.0%















Countrywide Home Loans  7,530  5.4%  6.2%  6.2% 
National City Bank  6,738  4.8%  5.5%  11.7% 
Fifth Third Mortgage Company  6,255  4.5%  5.1%  16.8% 
JP Morgan Chase Bank  5,720  4.1%  4.7%  21.5% 
Wells Fargo Bank, NA  5,357  3.8%  4.4%  25.9% 
Union Savings Bank  5,145  3.7%  4.2%  30.1% 
Ameriquest Mortgage Company  4,044  2.9%  3.3%  33.4% 
National City Bank of Indiana  3,948  2.8%  3.2%  36.6% 
Beneficial Company LLC  2,971  2.1%  2.4%  39.0% 
GMAC Mortgage LLC  2,893  2.1%  2.4%  41.4% 
HFC Company LLC (Il)  2,561  1.8%  2.1%  43.5% 
Countrywide Bank, FSB (VA)  2,016  1.4%  1.7%  45.2% 
CitiFinancial, Inc.  1,875  1.3%  1.5%  46.7% 
Wells Fargo Fin'l Ohio 1, Inc  1,870  1.3%  1.5%  48.2% 
US Bank, N.A.  1,868  1.3%  1.5%  49.7% 
Keybank National Association  1,720  1.2%  1.4%  51.1% 
Fifth Third Bank  1,665  1.2%  1.4%  52.5% 











US Bank North Dakota  1,643  1.2%  1.3%  55.2% 
Argent Mortgage Company  1,612  1.1%  1.3%  56.5% 
Wright‐Patt Credit Union  1,610  1.1%  1.3%  57.8% 
New Century Mortgage Corporation  1,594  1.1%  1.3%  59.1% 
The Huntington National Bank  1,592  1.1%  1.3%  60.4% 
HFC Company LLC  1,511  1.1%  1.2%  61.6% 
Liberty Savings Bank, FSB  1,466  1.0%  1.2%  62.8% 























































Montgomery County  2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 Total 
American Indian or Alaska Native  2.4% 8.3% 11.3% 8.1% 0.0% 6.0% 
Asian  3.2% 4.3% 4.4% 4.2% 3.5% 4.0% 
Black or African American  18.3% 24.0% 16.5% 10.4% 4.8% 14.7% 
Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander  9.6% 9.1% 8.2% 3.6% 0.0% 9.5% 
White  6.3% 10.6% 9.6% 6.1% 3.4% 7.2% 
Two or more races  N/A N/A 8.4% 8.0% 4.8% 7.6% 
Hispanic or Latino (any race)  7.6% 12.4% 10.0% 6.5% 3.8% 8.1% 
Total  6.7% 12.8% 9.2% 6.1% 3.5% 7.6% 
City of Dayton  2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 Total 
American Indian or Alaska Native  2.4% 0.0% 10.5% 6.3% 0.0% 4.7% 
Asian  7.1% 3.3% 4.3% 2.9% 8.0% 4.9% 
Black or African American  21.3% 26.5% 18.7% 11.6% 5.0% 16.3% 
Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander  11.7% 33.3% 15.8% 0.0% 0.0% 11.7% 
White  9.6% 15.7% 12.2% 7.7% 3.9% 10.0% 
Two or more races  N/A N/A 5.9% 4.9% 11.1% 6.5% 
Hispanic or Latino (any race)  10.3% 15.5% 12.8% 9.7% 2.1% 10.8% 
Total  10.0% 18.8% 12.3% 8.2% 4.2% 10.6% 
City of Kettering  2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 Total 
American Indian or Alaska Native  9.1% N/A 0.0% 16.7% 0.0% 6.5% 
Asian  9.5% 12.5% 3.2% 3.2% 0.0% 5.9% 
Black or African American  12.5% 5.9% 12.0% 7.5% 0.0% 9.4% 
Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander  4.5% 50.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 4.8% 
White  5.0% 10.9% 9.4% 6.2% 3.9% 6.9% 
Two or more races  N/A N/A 8.3% 0.0% 0.0% 6.3% 
Hispanic or Latino (any race)  10.0% 4.2% 6.6% 6.4% 3.2% 6.4% 
Total  5.0% 11.2% 7.9% 5.5% 3.7% 6.4% 
Montgomery County Entitlement Area  2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 Total 
American Indian or Alaska Native  1.4% 9.1% 15.4% 7.5% 0.0% 6.5% 
Asian  1.8% 3.3% 4.6% 4.5% 3.0% 3.6% 
Black or African American  15.2% 21.6% 13.8% 8.8% 4.5% 12.7% 
Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander  7.0% 0.0% 4.8% 4.5% 0.0% 6.8% 
White  5.5% 9.2% 8.9% 5.7% 3.1% 6.5% 
Two or more races  N/A N/A 10.2% 11.1% 0.0% 8.6% 
Hispanic or Latino (any race)  5.8% 12.2% 9.3% 4.8% 4.4% 7.0% 















Applications  2004  2005  2006  2007  2008 
5‐Year 
Total 
American Indian or Alaska Native  0.3% 0.2% 0.2% 0.2% 0.1% 0.2% 
Asian  0.5% 1.6% 0.8% 1.0% 1.3% 0.9% 
Black or African American  3.9% 13.9% 15.3% 14.6% 12.1% 11.1% 
Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander  11.3% 0.1% 0.1% 0.1% 0.1% 3.6% 
White  61.8% 62.6% 58.7% 63.0% 70.9% 62.3% 
Two or more races  0.0% 0.0% 0.2% 0.3% 0.3% 0.2% 
Hispanic or Latino (any race)  1.3% 1.6% 1.4% 1.7% 1.5% 1.5% 
Denials  2004  2005  2006  2007  2008 
5‐Year 
Total 
American Indian or Alaska Native  0.1% 0.2% 0.3% 0.3% 0.1% 0.2% 
Asian  0.2% 1.9% 0.7% 0.9% 1.1% 0.7% 
Black or African American  4.0% 28.6% 23.8% 24.1% 21.1% 18.1% 
Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander  19.1% 0.1% 0.1% 0.1% 0.2% 5.5% 
White  54.5% 51.5% 54.4% 56.8% 63.8% 56.1% 
Two or more races  0.0% 0.0% 0.3% 0.5% 0.5% 0.3% 







Applications  2004  2005  2006  2007  2008 
5‐Year 
Total 
American Indian or Alaska Native  0.3%  0.1%  0.2%  0.2%  0.2%  0.2% 
Asian  0.2%  0.8%  0.4%  0.5%  0.7%  0.4% 
Black or African American  6.9%  29.0%  30.2%  31.2%  31.3%  22.8% 
Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander  22.1%  0.1%  0.2%  0.1%  0.2%  7.3% 
White  45.3%  47.5%  42.7%  46.3%  51.9%  45.6% 







Applications  2004  2005  2006  2007  2008 
5‐Year 
Total 
Hispanic or Latino (any race)  1.5%  1.9%  1.4%  2.0%  1.4%  1.6% 
Denials 
2004  2005  2006  2007  2008 
5‐Year 
Total 
American Indian or Alaska Native  0.1%  0.3%  0.2%  0.4%  0.2%  0.2% 
Asian  0.1%  1.5%  0.5%  0.4%  0.4%  0.4% 
Black or African American  6.2%  44.5%  38.8%  40.7%  40.3%  29.9% 
Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander  30.1%  0.1%  0.1%  0.1%  0.3%  9.1% 
White  40.8%  35.5%  38.7%  40.1%  44.4%  40.1% 
Two or more races  0.0%  0.0%  0.3%  0.8%  0.8%  0.4% 







Applications  2004  2005  2006  2007  2008 
5‐Year 
Total 
American Indian or Alaska Native  0.3% 0.0% 0.3% 0.2% 0.1% 0.2% 
Asian  0.5% 1.5% 0.8% 1.0% 0.6% 0.8% 
Black or African American  0.6% 1.1% 1.9% 1.3% 0.8% 1.2% 
Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander  2.6% 0.1% 0.2% 0.1% 0.1% 0.8% 
White  76.0% 78.8% 71.1% 77.0% 83.6% 76.1% 
Two or more races  0.0% 0.0% 0.3% 0.1% 0.1% 0.1% 
Hispanic or Latino (any race)  0.9% 1.5% 1.5% 1.5% 1.7% 1.4% 
Denials  2004  2005  2006  2007  2008 
5‐Year 
Total 
American Indian or Alaska Native  0.1% 0.0% 0.9% 0.3% 0.0% 0.4% 
Asian  0.6% 5.0% 0.9% 0.5% 0.3% 0.8% 
Black or African American  1.3% 0.8% 2.9% 2.9% 1.0% 2.1% 
Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander  4.9% 0.0% 0.5% 0.2% 0.0% 1.5% 
White  71.6% 83.3% 75.3% 82.6% 86.2% 78.1% 
Two or more races  0.0% 0.0% 0.8% 0.0% 0.3% 0.3% 













Applications  2004  2005  2006  2007  2008 
5‐Year 
Total 
American Indian or Alaska Native  0.3% 0.2% 0.2% 0.2% 0.1%  0.2%
Asian  0.6% 1.9% 1.0% 1.2% 1.6%  1.1%
Black or African American  3.0% 10.2% 10.7% 9.8% 7.7%  7.8%
Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander  7.7% 0.2% 0.1% 0.1% 0.1%  2.4%
White  67.3% 65.8% 63.9% 67.8% 74.9%  67.2%
Two or more races  0.0% 0.0% 0.2% 0.3% 0.2%  0.1%
Hispanic or Latino (any race)  1.2% 1.5% 1.4% 1.6% 1.6%  1.4%
Denials  2004  2005  2006  2007  2008 
5‐Year 
Total 
American Indian or Alaska Native  0.1% 0.2% 0.2% 0.3% 0.0%  0.2%
Asian  0.2% 1.8% 0.8% 1.3% 1.7%  0.9%
Black or African American  2.8% 20.4% 17.0% 16.1% 13.7%  12.5%
Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander  13.1% 0.0% 0.1% 0.2% 0.1%  3.7%
White  62.1% 59.5% 61.8% 64.3% 71.0%  63.6%
Two or more races  0.0% 0.0% 0.3% 0.5% 0.3%  0.2%

































Bank Name  Agency  Exam Date  CRA Rating  Asset Size 
(in $1000s)  Exam Method 
Bank One, Dayton, NA 
OCC  06/29/93  Satisfactory  2,754,071  Not Reported 
OCC  04/30/95  Outstanding  3,348,561  Not Reported 
Citizens Federal Bank, FSB 
OTS  11/25/91  Outstanding  1,642,685  Assessment Factor 
OTS  04/13/95  Outstanding  2,012,741  Assessment Factor 
Fifth Third Bank Western OH 
FRB  09/08/97  Outstanding  1,075,563  Large bank 
FRB  03/08/99  Satisfactory  4,509,949  Large bank 
First National Bank, Dayton   OCC  04/30/91  Outstanding  1,049,770  Not Reported 
Gem Savings Association, F.A.   OTS  08/06/90  Satisfactory  1,456,175  Assessment Factor 
National City Bank of Dayton  
OCC  12/31/96  Outstanding  2,468,168  Not Reported 







Bank Name  Agency  Exam Date  CRA Rating  Asset Size 
(in $1000s)  Exam Method 
OCC  04/30/95  Outstanding  2,184,076  Not Reported 
Society Bank, N.A.   OCC  08/31/91  Outstanding  2,920,093  Not Reported 
The Citizens N. B. of Southwestern 
Ohio  
OCC  01/07/02  Satisfactory  45,464  Small bank 










































































































































































































































































































































































Race  3,201  68.4%  2,899 63.0%
Gender  1,849  39.5%  1,747 38.0%
Other  1,417  30.3%  1,299 28.2%
Disability  1,296  27.7%  1,234 26.8%
Age  1,185  25.3%  841 18.3%
National Origin  351  7.5%  325 7.1%
Religion  161  3.4%  117 2.5%





























































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































ACTIVITY NAME          OUTCOME MEASUREMENT 
 








Acquisition/Rehab          Units Acquired, Rehabbed and Sold 
Units Acquired, Rehabbed 
 
Centers for Handicapped        Buildings Rehabbed/Constructed 
 
Clearance Activities          Structures Demolished 
 
Code Enforcement          Units Assisted or Inspected 
              Race, ethnicity, age and disability status of the owner 
 






















              Households Assisted with Counseling/Education 
Race, ethnicity, age, marital status, and disability status 
of the households assisted 
              Number of Target Areas Assisted 
 

























ACTIVITY NAME          OUTCOME MEASUREMENT 
 











General Administration          NO MEASUREMENT NEEDED 
 









































Homelessness Prevention        Households Assisted 




Housing Development – Owner Units      Units Rehabbed ‐ Owner 




Housing Development – Rental Units      Units Rehabbed – Rental 




















ACTIVITY NAME          OUTCOME MEASUREMENT 
 























































Operating Expenses/CHDO        Households Assisted 
Units Assisted or Inspected 
 
Other Costs            NO MEASUREMENT NEEDED 
 














ACTIVITY NAME          OUTCOME MEASUREMENT 
 













Planning            NARRATIVE OUTCOMES 
 


















Professional Fees          NO MEASUREMENT NEEDED 
 
Project Reserves          NO MEASUREMENT NEEDED 
  











Public Services            NARRATIVE OUTCOMES 
 
Public Utilities            Utility Poles/Lines Relocated 
 






Rental/Housing Assistance        Households Assisted 
Units Assisted or Inspected 

















ACTIVITY NAME          OUTCOME MEASUREMENT 
 
Revolving Loan Fund          Businesses/Organizations Assisted 
 
Senior Centers            Buildings Rehabbed/Constructed 
 
Sewer Facility Improvements        Items of Equipment Installed/Repaired 
              Linear Feet 
              Tap‐Ins Installed 
              Water/Septic Tanks/Sludge Pits Installed 
              Manholes Installed 
              Permanent Easements/Right‐of‐Way 
 
Sidewalk Improvements        Linear Feet 
              Curbcuts Installed 
              Linear Feet of Curbs 
 
Site Preparation          Acres of Land 
 
Solid Waste Disposal Facility        Items of Equipment Installed/Repaired 
Facility Constructed/Rehabbed 
 









Supportive Services without Housing      Households Assisted 




Supportive Services with Housing      Households Assisted 

































ACTIVITY NAME          OUTCOME MEASUREMENT 
 
 
Water and Sewer Facilities        Items of Equipment Installed/Repaired 
              Fire Hydrants Installed 
              Linear Feet 
              Tap‐Ins Installed 
              Water/Septic Tanks/Sludge Pits Installed 
              Manholes Installed 
              Water Valves Installed 
              Permanent Easements/Right‐of‐Way     
 
 

































































































































Home Mortgage Disclosure Act 
Total Number of Disclosures by Census Tract, 2004‐2008
"
 MONTGOMERY COUNTY AND CITIES OF DAYTON AND KETTERING ANALYSIS OF IMPEDIMENTS TO FAIR HOUSING      2009

























































Home Mortgage Disclosure Act 
Mortgage Pre‐Approval Requests, 2004‐2008
"
2009      MONTGOMERY COUNTY AND CITIES OF DAYTON AND KETTERING ANALYSIS OF IMPEDIMENTS TO FAIR HOUSING 

























































Home Mortgage Disclosure Act 
Total Number of Black or African American Mortgage Applicants by Census Tract (2004‐2008)
"
 MONTGOMERY COUNTY AND CITIES OF DAYTON AND KETTERING ANALYSIS OF IMPEDIMENTS TO FAIR HOUSING      2009



























































2009      MONTGOMERY COUNTY AND CITIES OF DAYTON AND KETTERING ANALYSIS OF IMPEDIMENTS TO FAIR HOUSING 





























































 MONTGOMERY COUNTY AND CITIES OF DAYTON AND KETTERING ANALYSIS OF IMPEDIMENTS TO FAIR HOUSING      2009




























































2009      MONTGOMERY COUNTY AND CITIES OF DAYTON AND KETTERING ANALYSIS OF IMPEDIMENTS TO FAIR HOUSING 

























































Home Mortgage Disclosure Act 
Total Number of Hispanic Mortgage Applicants by Census Tract (2004‐2008)
"
 MONTGOMERY COUNTY AND CITIES OF DAYTON AND KETTERING ANALYSIS OF IMPEDIMENTS TO FAIR HOUSING      2009





























































2009      MONTGOMERY COUNTY AND CITIES OF DAYTON AND KETTERING ANALYSIS OF IMPEDIMENTS TO FAIR HOUSING 

























































Home Mortgage Disclosure Act 
Total Number of Applications with No Race Indicated by Census Tract (2004‐2008)
"
 MONTGOMERY COUNTY AND CITIES OF DAYTON AND KETTERING ANALYSIS OF IMPEDIMENTS TO FAIR HOUSING      2009




























































2009      MONTGOMERY COUNTY AND CITIES OF DAYTON AND KETTERING ANALYSIS OF IMPEDIMENTS TO FAIR HOUSING 

























































Home Mortgage Disclosure Act 
Total Number of Female Mortgage Applicants by Census Tract (2004‐2008)
"
 MONTGOMERY COUNTY AND CITIES OF DAYTON AND KETTERING ANALYSIS OF IMPEDIMENTS TO FAIR HOUSING      2009





























































2009      MONTGOMERY COUNTY AND CITIES OF DAYTON AND KETTERING ANALYSIS OF IMPEDIMENTS TO FAIR HOUSING 

























































Home Mortgage Disclosure Act 
Total Number of Mortgage Applications with No Gender Indicated by Census Tract (2004‐2008)
"
 MONTGOMERY COUNTY AND CITIES OF DAYTON AND KETTERING ANALYSIS OF IMPEDIMENTS TO FAIR HOUSING      2009



























































2009      MONTGOMERY COUNTY AND CITIES OF DAYTON AND KETTERING ANALYSIS OF IMPEDIMENTS TO FAIR HOUSING 






























































 MONTGOMERY COUNTY AND CITIES OF DAYTON AND KETTERING ANALYSIS OF IMPEDIMENTS TO FAIR HOUSING      2009





























































2009      MONTGOMERY COUNTY AND CITIES OF DAYTON AND KETTERING ANALYSIS OF IMPEDIMENTS TO FAIR HOUSING 



























































 MONTGOMERY COUNTY AND CITIES OF DAYTON AND KETTERING ANALYSIS OF IMPEDIMENTS TO FAIR HOUSING      2009




























































2009      MONTGOMERY COUNTY AND CITIES OF DAYTON AND KETTERING ANALYSIS OF IMPEDIMENTS TO FAIR HOUSING 





























































 MONTGOMERY COUNTY AND CITIES OF DAYTON AND KETTERING ANALYSIS OF IMPEDIMENTS TO FAIR HOUSING      2009
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Department of 
Housing and Urban 
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24 CFR Part 100 
Design and Construction Requirements; 
Compliance With ANSI A117.1 Standards; 
Final Rule 





















63616 Federal Register / Vol. 73, No. 207 / Friday, October 24, 2008 / Rules and Regulations 
International Code Council, 500 New 
Jersey Avenue, NW., 6th Floor, 
Washington, DC 20001–2070, telephone 
number 1–888–422–7233, http:// 
www.iccsafe.org/e/category.html. 
(2) American National Standard: 
Accessible and Usable Buildings and 
Facilities, 1998 edition, (ICC/ANSI 
A117.1–1998), may be obtained from the 
International Code Council, 500 New 
Jersey Avenue, NW., 6th Floor, 
Washington, DC 20001–2070, telephone 
number 1–888–422–7233, http:// 
www.iccsafe.org/e/category.html. 
(3) American National Standard: 
Accessible and Usable Buildings and 
Facilities, 1992 edition, (CABO/ANSI 
A117.1–1992), may be obtained from the 
International Code Council, 500 New 
Jersey Avenue, NW., 6th Floor, 
Washington, DC 20001–2070, telephone 
number 1–888–422–7233, http:// 
www.iccsafe.org/e/category.html. 
(4) American National Standard for 
Buildings and Facilities: Providing 
Accessibility and Usability for 
Physically Handicapped People, 1986 
edition, (ANSI A117.1–1986) may be 
obtained from Global Engineering 
Documents, 15 Inverness Way East, 
Englewood, CO 80112, telephone 
number 1–800–854–7179, 
global.ihs.com. 
(c) The 1986, 1992, 1998, and 2003 
editions of ANSI A117.1 may be 
inspected at the Department of Housing 
and Urban Development, 451 Seventh 
Street, SW., Room 5240, Washington, 
DC 20410–0001, telephone number 202– 
708–2333. 
■ 4. Revise § 100.205(e) to read as 
follows: 
§ 100.205 Design and construction 
requirements. 
* * * * * 
(e)(1) Compliance with the 
appropriate requirements of ICC/ANSI 
A117.1–2003 (incorporated by reference 
at § 100.201a), ICC/ANSI A117.1–1998 
(incorporated by reference at 
§ 100.201a), CABO/ANSI A117.1–1992 
(incorporated by reference at 
§ 100.201a), or ANSI A117.1–1986 
(incorporated by reference at § 100.201a) 
suffices to satisfy the requirements of 
paragraph (c)(3) of this section. 
(2) The following also qualify as HUD- 
recognized safe harbors for compliance 
with the Fair Housing Act design and 
construction requirements: 
(i) Fair Housing Accessibility 
Guidelines, March 6, 1991, in 
conjunction with the Supplement to 
Notice of Fair Housing Accessibility 
Guidelines: Questions and Answers 
About the Guidelines, June 28, 1994; 
(ii) Fair Housing Act Design Manual, 
published by HUD in 1996, updated in 
1998; 
(iii) 2000 ICC Code Requirements for 
Housing Accessibility (CRHA), 
published by the International Code 
Council (ICC), October 2000 (with 
corrections contained in ICC-issued 
errata sheet), if adopted without 
modification and without waiver of any 
of the provisions; 
(iv) 2000 International Building Code 
(IBC), as amended by the 2001 
Supplement to the International 
Building Code (2001 IBC Supplement), 
if adopted without modification and 
without waiver of any of the provisions 
intended to address the Fair Housing 
Act’s design and construction 
requirements; 
(v) 2003 International Building Code 
(IBC), if adopted without modification 
and without waiver of any of the 
provisions intended to address the Fair 
Housing Act’s design and construction 
requirements, and conditioned upon the 
ICC publishing and distributing a 
statement to jurisdictions and past and 
future purchasers of the 2003 IBC 
stating, ‘‘ICC interprets Section 1104.1, 
and specifically, the Exception to 
Section 1104.1, to be read together with 
Section 1107.4, and that the Code 
requires an accessible pedestrian route 
from site arrival points to accessible 
building entrances, unless site 
impracticality applies. Exception 1 to 
Section 1107.4 is not applicable to site 
arrival points for any Type B dwelling 
units because site impracticality is 
addressed under Section 1107.7.’’ 
(vi) 2006 International Building Code; 
published by ICC, January 2006, with 
the January 31, 2007, erratum to correct 
the text missing from Section 1107.7.5, 
if adopted without modification and 
without waiver of any of the provisions 
intended to address the Fair Housing 
Act’s design and construction 
requirements, and interpreted in 
accordance with the relevant 2006 IBC 
Commentary; 
(3) Compliance with any other safe 
harbor recognized by HUD in the future 
and announced in the Federal Register 
will also suffice to satisfy the 
requirements of paragraph (c)(3) of this 
section. 
* * * * * 
Dated: September 11, 2008. 
Kim Kendrick, 
Assistant Secretary for Fair Housing and 
Equal Opportunity. 
[FR Doc. E8–23785 Filed 10–23–08; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4210–67–P 
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1 The Fair Housing Act refers to people with 
‘‘handicaps.’’ Subsequently, in the Americans with 
Disabilities Act of 1990 and other legislation, 
Congress adopted the terms ‘‘persons with 
disabilities’’ and ‘‘disability,’’ which are the 
preferred usage. Accordingly, this document 
hereinafter uses the terms ‘‘persons with 
disabilities,’’ ‘‘disability,’’ or ‘‘disabled,’’ unless 
directly quoting the Fair Housing Act. 
DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND 
URBAN DEVELOPMENT 
24 CFR Part 100 
[Docket No. FR–5006–F–02] 
RIN 2529–AA92 
Design and Construction 
Requirements; Compliance With ANSI 
A117.1 Standards 
AGENCY: Office of the Assistant 
Secretary for Fair Housing and Equal 
Opportunity and construction 
requirements of the Fair Housing Act 
and its amendments, by: Updating and 
clarifying the references to the 
American National Standards Institute 
(ANSI) building standard for 
accessibility; and codifying the current 
HUD recognized safe harbors under the 
Act. The ANSI A117.1 standard is the 
technical standard for the design of 
housing and other facilities that are 
accessible to persons with disabilities 
referenced in the Fair Housing Act, and 
is commonly referred to as ‘‘ANSI 
A117.1.’’ This final rule updates the 
references to the ANSI A117.1 to adopt 
the 2003 edition of the standard, and 
clarifies that compliance with the 
appropriate requirements of the 1986, 
1992, and 1998 editions also remains 
sufficient to meet the design and 
construction requirements of the Fair 
Housing Act and its amendments. This 
final rule follows a July 18, 2007, 
proposed rule and takes into 
consideration the public comments 
received on that rule. This final rule 
makes no substantive changes to the 
proposed rule, but adds a new section 
on incorporation by reference and 
makes other technical revisions 
consistent with recent guidelines on 
incorporation by reference. 
DATES: Effective date: November 24, 
2008. 
The standards incorporated by 
reference in this final rule are approved 
by the Director of the Federal Register 
as of November 24, 2008. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Cheryl Kent, Special Advisor for 
Disability Policy, Office of Enforcement, 
Office of Fair Housing and Equal 
Opportunity, Department of Housing 
and Urban Development, 451 Seventh 
Street, SW., Washington, DC 20410– 
2000; telephone number 202–708–2333 
(this is not a toll-free number). Hearing- 
or speech-impaired individuals may 
access this number via TTY by calling 
the toll-free Federal Information Relay 
Service at 800–877–8339. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
I. Background 
Title VIII of the Civil Rights Act of 
1968 (42 U.S.C. 3601 et seq.) (the Fair 
Housing Act) prohibits discrimination 
in housing and housing-related 
transactions based on race, color, 
religion, national origin, and sex. The 
Fair Housing Amendments Act of 1988 
expands the coverage of the Fair 
Housing Act to include families with 
children and persons with disabilities.1 
The Fair Housing Act, as amended, 
provides that unlawful discrimination 
against persons with disabilities 
includes the failure to design and 
construct covered multifamily dwellings 
for first occupancy after March 13, 1991, 
in such a manner that: (1) The public 
use and common use portions of such 
dwellings are readily accessible to and 
usable by handicapped persons; (2) all 
the doors designed to allow passage into 
and within all premises within such 
dwellings are sufficiently wide to allow 
passage by handicapped persons in 
wheelchairs; and (3) all premises within 
such dwellings contain the following 
features of adaptive design: (a) An 
accessible route into and through the 
dwelling; (b) light switches, electrical 
outlets, thermostats, and other 
environmental controls in accessible 
locations; (c) reinforcements in 
bathroom walls to allow later 
installation of grab bars; and (d) usable 
kitchens and bathrooms such that an 
individual in a wheelchair can 
maneuver about the space. Additionally, 
the Fair Housing Act states that 
compliance with the appropriate 
requirements of the American National 
Standard for buildings and facilities 
providing accessibility and usability for 
physically handicapped people 
(commonly cited as ‘‘ANSI A117.1’’) 
suffices to satisfy the above-listed 
requirements. 
On January 23, 1989, at 54 FR 3232, 
HUD published its final regulation 
implementing the Fair Housing 
Amendments Act of 1988 (HUD’s 
regulation). In the final regulation, HUD 
adopted the 1986 edition of ANSI 
A117.1, which was the edition in effect 
at that time, as the appropriate edition 
for acceptable compliance with the Fair 
Housing Act. HUD’s regulation adopting 
ANSI A117.1 is located at 24 CFR 
100.201, and HUD’s regulation 
implementing the design and 
construction requirements is located at 
24 CFR 100.205. 
II. This Final Rule 
This final rule updates the references 
to the ANSI A117.1 standard to adopt 
the 2003 edition, and to stipulate that 
compliance with the appropriate 
requirements of the 1998, 1992, and 
1986 editions continues to satisfy the 
requirements of the Fair Housing Act. 
Since the ANSI standards are 
incorporated by reference, this final rule 
also adds a section on incorporation by 
reference and otherwise revises the 
language incorporating the ANSI 
standards. This change is technical and 
not substantive. 
The final rule also updates the 
regulation to acknowledge all 10 safe 
harbors currently recognized by HUD. 
This rule does not change either the 
scoping requirements or the substance 
of the existing accessible design and 
construction requirements contained in 
the regulations, nor does the rule state 
that compliance with the 1986 ANSI 
standard is no longer appropriate. The 
appropriate requirements of the 1986, 
1992, 1998, and 2003 editions of ANSI 
A117.1 all constitute safe harbors for 
compliance with the accessibility 
requirements of the Fair Housing Act, 
when used together with the Act, HUD’s 
regulations, and HUD’s Fair Housing 
Accessibility Guidelines (or Guidelines 
in this preamble) for the scoping 
requirements. 
In addition, the final rule makes an 
editorial change to the definitions of 
‘‘Accessible,’’ ‘‘Accessible route,’’ 
‘‘Building entrance on an accessible 
route,’’ and to § 100.205(e) to combine 
the two sentences in the proposed rule 
that referred to the editions of ANSI 
A117.1 that are safe harbors into a single 
sentence. This is an editorial change 
only for purposes of greater clarity. 
This final rule applies only to the 
accessibility requirements of the Fair 
Housing Act. When more than one law 
applies to a project, and there are 
different accessibility standards for each 
law, the governing principle to follow is 
that the more stringent requirements of 
each law apply. For example, when a 
residential property that is covered by 
the Fair Housing Act receives federal 
financial assistance, it must also comply 
with the accessibility requirements of 
Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 
1973 (Section 504) and 24 CFR part 8. 
A complex that is covered by the Fair 
Housing Act may also be covered, in 
part, by the Americans with Disabilities 
Act (ADA), e.g., the rental office and any 
other place of public accommodation 
that is leased or used by persons other 
than the residents and their guests. 
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Therefore, this final rule does not 
constitute a change in the requirements 
for compliance for federally funded 
facilities and dwelling units covered by 
Section 504 or the Architectural Barriers 
Act (ABA); such facilities and units 
must comply with their respective 
regulatory requirements at 24 CFR parts 
8 and 24 CFR part 40, including the 
Uniform Federal Accessibility Standard 
(UFAS), the ADA, and the Department 
of Justice’s regulations for the ADA. 
However, to the extent that the 
requirements of the Fair Housing Act 
apply to the same dwelling units that 
are subject to the requirements of 
Section 504, the ABA, or the ADA, the 
safe harbors for compliance outlined in 
this final rule shall be applied to those 
dwelling units that are subject to the 
Fair Housing Act, but may not be used 
in lieu of more stringent accessibility 
requirements mandated by Section 504 
and the ABA, or the ADA, where 
applicable. 
III. Discussion of Public Comments 
The Department published its 
proposed rule on July 18, 2007 (72 FR 
39540), for public comment. The public 
comment period ended on September 
17, 2007. A total of eight comments 
were received from the following: An 
individual building owner; a consultant 
who monitors compliance with the Fair 
Housing Act; a nonprofit organization 
that addresses design issues for persons 
with disabilities and older persons; a 
nonprofit organization representing 
paralyzed veterans; an organization 
representing building safety and fire 
prevention professionals; a coalition 
representing both the multifamily rental 
housing industry and an international 
federation representing owners and 
managers of commercial properties; a 
national, nonprofit organization of 
diverse communities within the 
disability community; and an 
organization representing wheelchair 
users. 
A. The ANSI A117.1 Standard 
Comment: Several commenters 
expressed support for HUD’s proposal to 
update its regulations and to clarify the 
accessibility building requirements. The 
commenters wrote that each new 
edition of ANSI A117.1 yields 
additional information and that 
updating the technical specifications to 
ANSI 1998 and 2003 would be valuable. 
Two commenters expressed concerns 
regarding the continued use of previous 
editions of ANSI A117.1. One of the 
commenters, while agreeing with HUD 
that covered multifamily buildings 
should be constructed using the 
technical specifications of ANSI 1998 or 
ANSI 2003, objected regarding ANSI 
1992, writing that ANSI 1992 is no 
longer in print and is generally difficult 
to locate. Another commenter objected 
to use of the 1986, 1992, and 1998 
editions, writing that only the 2003 
edition of ANSI meets the design and 
construction requirements of the Fair 
Housing Act. Conversely, certain 
building industry commenters objected 
to HUD’s adopting any edition of ANSI 
except for the 1986 edition, arguing that 
Congress adopted the 1986 edition as 
the version meeting the Act. 
Response: The Department agrees 
with the commenters’ support of the 
ANSI standard. Congress, in the Fair 
Housing Act, specifically referenced the 
ANSI standard and encouraged its use 
for compliance with the Act’s 
accessibility requirements. Contrary to 
the commenters’ assertion that Congress 
adopted the 1986 edition, the Fair 
Housing Act did not reference a specific 
edition of the standard. In its final 
regulations implementing the Fair 
Housing Act, the Department elected to 
specify the 1986 edition—the edition in 
effect at that time—in response to public 
comments that the Department should 
refer to a specific edition and 
incorporate future editions through 
rulemaking proceedings. 
The Department’s review and 
recognition of new editions of the ANSI 
A117.1 standard is well established. 
This issue was addressed during the 
Department’s initial review of several 
model building codes, all of which 
referenced a more recent edition of the 
ANSI standard. In its final report, 
published in the Federal Register, on its 
review of these model building codes, 
the Department noted that many 
commenters commended the 
Department for recognizing the 1998 
ANSI A117.1 as a safe harbor (65 FR 
15740, March 23, 2000). Several 
commenters pointed out that ANSI 
A117.1–1998 is the basis for the 
accessibility provisions in the model 
codes and that HUD’s acceptance of 
ANSI A117.1–1998 as a safe harbor 
resolved many of the concerns of the 
multifamily housing industry. 
Further, as newer editions of ANSI 
have been developed, many 
organizations have encouraged the 
Department to adopt these newer 
editions. One major organization that 
represents home builders wrote to the 
Department in 1998, pointing out that a 
1998 edition of the ANSI standard was 
about to be published and that it is 
logical to rely on the latest version of a 
standard, unless the statute specifically 
refers to a specific edition. This 
organization stated that there are sound 
policy reasons for adopting the latest 
version of the ANSI standard, since it 
reflects new developments in accessible 
design. The organization pointed out 
that since the Fair Housing Act does not 
refer to a particular edition of the ANSI 
standard, it would be reasonable for the 
Department to permit use of the 1998 
ANSI standard. Also, the organization 
stated that the 1998 standard would be 
used by state and local officials around 
the country and urged the Department 
to state that the most recent edition of 
the ANSI standard meets the 
requirements of the Fair Housing Act. 
Other comments the Department 
received on its proposed rule support 
the need to continue to recognize earlier 
editions of the standard because state 
and local building codes are not 
updated on any particular established 
schedule nor are they updated as 
frequently as the model building code is 
updated. Similarly, there are state and 
local jurisdictions that have adopted 
HUD’s Fair Housing Accessibility 
Guidelines into their building code or 
state fair housing law. Accordingly, the 
Department believes that it is 
appropriate at this time to continue to 
recognize all four editions of the ANSI 
A117.1 standard—1986, 1992, 1998, and 
2003, as previously proposed. 
With respect to one of the 
commenter’s concerns that ANSI 1992 is 
no longer in print and is generally 
difficult to locate, the Department 
determined that the standard, 1992 
CABO/ANSI A117.1 Accessible and 
Usable Buildings and Facilities, is 
available in print and on compact disc 
(CD–Rom) from the International Code 
Council, Washington DC (1–800–786– 
4452 and http://www.iccsafe.org/e/ 
category.html), which addresses the 
commenter’s concern. 
B. Concern With the Department’s 
Discussion of Its Enforcement of the Fair 
Housing Act 
Comment: One of the commenters 
expressed concern that the Department’s 
discussion of how it enforces the Fair 
Housing Act was an announcement of 
new enforcement policy and did not 
belong in the preamble of a proposed 
rule relating to the adoption of the 1992, 
1998, and 2003 ANSI standards. 
Response: The commenter does not 
correctly characterize HUD’s statements 
about enforcement of the Fair Housing 
Act in the preamble to the proposed 
rule. Rather than announcing new 
policy, the preamble merely restated 
HUD’s existing enforcement policy as 
part of the agency’s effort to explain the 
safe harbor provisions. 
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C. Concern With Expanding the Intent of 
the Fair Housing Act 
Comment: One commenter wrote that 
if the proposed rule is promulgated, it 
would directly contradict the creativity 
and diversity of solutions to 
accessibility needs that the Fair Housing 
Act encourages and that it would also 
establish a national building code. The 
commenter wrote that the lack of 
specificity under the Fair Housing Act 
reflects the intent of Congress that 
builders retain flexibility in designing 
housing covered by the law. The 
commenter wrote that, in enacting the 
Fair Housing Act, Congress did not 
direct or empower HUD to promulgate 
binding regulations for accessible design 
features. 
Response: The Department disagrees 
that its proposal either expands the 
intent of the Fair Housing Act or limits 
designers and builders with respect to 
the design and construction of covered 
multifamily dwellings. In this final rule, 
the Department is adopting the 2003 
edition of the ANSI A117.1 standard, 
while at the same time continuing to 
recognize the earlier 1986, 1992, and 
1998 editions. Moreover, the recognition 
of additional safe harbors does not in 
any way result in the adoption of a 
mandatory national building code. 
Rather, designers and builders may 
continue to use alternative methods of 
complying, with the following caveat, 
which the Department has stated since 
the publication of the regulations and 
the Fair Housing Accessibility 
Guidelines in 1991. If a designer or 
builder does not rely on one of the 
HUD-recognized safe harbors, that 
designer or builder has the burden of 
demonstrating how its efforts comply 
with the accessibility requirements of 
the Fair Housing Act. 
D. Codification of HUD-Recognized Safe 
Harbors 
Comment: One commenter wrote that 
while HUD’s effort to list in a binding 
regulation the standards and codes 
accepted as safe harbors for compliance 
with the Fair Housing Act’s accessibility 
requirements is appreciated, the many 
limiting comments and exceptions 
attending HUD’s designation of these 
standards as safe harbors detracts 
significantly from their usefulness and 
reliability. The commenter wrote that to 
follow the safe harbors as described by 
the proposed rule assumes extensive 
prior knowledge and study not only of 
the standards themselves, but also of the 
administrative guidance, enforcement 
actions, and judicial decisions 
surrounding them. The commenter 
wrote that it is unrealistic to expect 
multifamily housing professionals to 
have that sort of complex understanding 
of the difficult technical nuances. 
Response: The Department does not 
agree that including the 10 currently 
recognized safe harbors in its 
regulations will create difficulty in 
complying with the Act. The 
Department has placed very few 
conditions on the use of the building 
codes as safe harbors. Indeed, the few 
conditions that the Department has set 
on the International Building Code (IBC) 
were determined necessary to ensure 
that the declared safe harbor for IBC 
provided at least the same degree of 
accessibility as the Fair Housing Act, 
HUD’s regulations, and the Guidelines. 
The 2003 IBC was deemed a safe harbor 
with only one condition, and this 
condition is spelled out in the same 
paragraph in which the Department 
specified the 2003 IBC. The 2006 IBC 
had text missing, upon its initial 
publication, and it was necessary to 
alert users about the text that was 
missing. In addition, it was determined 
that it would be helpful to alert users of 
the IBC code about its 2006 
Commentary because users may not 
have been aware that a Commentary 
with guidance exists or they may need 
additional guidance on how to interpret 
the code. 
E. References to the Fair Housing Act in 
the IBC 
Comment: One commenter wrote that 
HUD should seek greater inclusion in 
technical code documents such as the 
ANSI standard of references to HUD’s 
Fair Housing Accessibility Guidelines. 
The commenter wrote that this would 
avoid circumstances where people 
relying on ANSI overlook the need to 
reference those Guidelines. 
Response: The Department is mindful 
of the importance of the Guidelines in 
the Department’s work as a member of 
the ANSI A117 Committee and its 
involvement in the code development 
process. The 2003 and the 1998 editions 
of ANSI A117.1 include an explanation 
in their ‘‘Purpose’’ statements that the 
Type B dwelling units are intended to 
be consistent with the intent of the 
criteria of the Guidelines. The 
Department also wishes to point out that 
individuals using an edition of the IBC 
that has been recognized by HUD as a 
safe harbor will not need to refer to the 
Guidelines because these editions of the 
IBC contain scoping requirements 
consistent with the Fair Housing Act, 
HUD’s regulations implementing the 
Act, and the Guidelines. The 
International Code Council (ICC) has 
included references to the Fair Housing 
Act, HUD’s regulations, and the Fair 
Housing Accessibility Guidelines in its 
2006 IBC Code Commentary. The 
Department also provided commentary 
to ICC, which ICC included in this same 
document, to provide guidance in 
interpreting language that the 
Department recommended and which 
the code body accepted for inclusion in 
Chapter 11 of the IBC. 
F. HUD Participation in the ANSI and 
IBC Development Process 
Comment: One commenter 
recommended that HUD continue to 
participate in the model code 
development process. Two commenters 
recommended that HUD participate as a 
full and equal partner on the A117.1 
Committee and offer proposals 
regardless of possible objection from 
committee members. 
Response: The Department agrees 
with these comments and intends to 
continue its active role as a member of 
the ANSI A117 Committee. The 
Department also hopes to be actively 
engaged in the IBC code development 
process, and has participated in recent 
code hearings. The Department 
proposed changes to the code that it 
believes will ensure greater compliance 
with the Fair Housing Act. 
G. Clarification of Requirements for 
Type B Dwelling Units as Designated in 
ANSI 
Comment: One commenter asked 
about requirements for townhouse units 
in the State of California, stating that in 
buildings with four or more townhouse 
style units, the State requires 10 percent 
(at least one) of these units to be 
accessible on the primary entrance 
level. The commenter stated that neither 
the townhouse units nor the buildings 
have an elevator, and that the units are 
multistory with garage, living room, 
powder room, and den on the first floor 
(ground level) and the kitchen, dining 
room, bathrooms, and bedrooms on the 
second level. The commenter asked for 
clarification on whether it was intended 
that the ground floors of such 
townhouse units comply with the Fair 
Housing Act’s accessibility 
requirements or be ‘‘Type B units’’ as 
provided for in the ANSI A117.1–2003 
accessibility standard when there are no 
elevators, either in the unit or in the 
building. 
Response: The Fair Housing Act and 
HUD’s Fair Housing Accessibility 
Guidelines require multistory 
townhouse units to be accessible only if 
they have an internal elevator, or if they 
are located in a building that has one or 
more elevators. However, the Fair 
Housing Act does not preclude states or 
units of local government from 





















63613 Federal Register / Vol. 73, No. 207 / Friday, October 24, 2008 / Rules and Regulations 
establishing requirements that are more 
stringent than the requirements of the 
Act. It appears that the State of 
California may have established a more 
stringent requirement. However, if the 
commenter would like further technical 
guidance on this matter, the Department 
has established a technical guidance 
program called Fair Housing 
Accessibility FIRST, to provide 
technical guidance to the building 
industry on the accessibility 
requirements of the Fair Housing Act. 
This program includes a technical 
guidance telephone hotline (1–888– 
341–7781) and a comprehensive 
technical guidance Web site (http:// 
www.fairhousingfirst.org/). 
H. Comments in Response to Proposed 
Rule’s Request for Public Comment on 
Sunsetting Earlier Safe Harbors 
Comment: In its proposed rule, the 
Department requested public comments 
on both the efficacy of continuing to 
recognize older editions of ANSI 
A117.1, and on how long the 
Department should continue to 
recognize earlier editions of the IBC. 
The Department made this request to 
obtain feedback for consideration for 
possible future rulemaking. Two 
commenters expressed concerns 
regarding the continued use of previous 
editions of ANSI A117.1. One of the 
commenters, while agreeing with HUD 
that covered multifamily buildings 
should be constructed using the 
technical specifications of ANSI 1998 or 
ANSI 2003, demurred regarding the 
1992 edition, writing that ANSI A117.1– 
1992 is no longer in print and is 
generally difficult to locate. Another 
commenter objected to use of the 1986, 
1992, and 1998 editions, writing that 
only the 2003 edition of the ANSI meets 
the design and construction 
requirements of the Fair Housing Act. 
One commenter also wrote that it is 
illogical to suggest that older standards 
and safe harbors, which have been 
recognized to provide accessible 
housing over the past 20 years, are no 
longer adequate because a newer 
standard for compliance is being 
recognized as an additional safe harbor 
by HUD. The commenter wrote that 
neither the Fair Housing Act nor its 
legislative history indicates that 
Congress intended future versions of 
ANSI to replace ANSI 1986 as a safe 
harbor. The commenter urged HUD to 
withdraw its proposed regulatory 
changes. This commenter also proffered 
that rather than requiring full 
compliance with any particular safe 
harbor document, HUD should 
encourage the flexibility of using 
standards from more than one such 
document without losing benefits of the 
safe harbor status. 
One commenter wrote that given the 
likelihood that state and local 
jurisdictions will continue to rely on 
legal adoptions of or references to the 10 
safe harbor documents, it is incumbent 
on HUD to maintain its regulatory 
recognition of these documents. In 
addition, the commenter wrote that any 
action regarding the recognition of a safe 
harbor should be understood to preserve 
the legal status of buildings constructed 
using that safe harbor. Another 
commenter wrote that the numerous 
conditions imposed on the use of the 
2003 IBC make it possible that the full 
complement of required information 
will not be conveyed to every intended 
recipient and user. The commenter 
wrote that since there are other versions 
of the IBC available as safe harbors, 
HUD should drop the 2003 IBC from 
this designation. 
One commenter recommended that 
HUD move to sunset older safe harbors 
over the next few years, with the 
exception of the HUD Fair Housing Act 
Design Manual. The Design Manual has, 
in the commenter’s view, proven to be 
the most useful and popular safe harbor 
and offers a significant number of 
illustrations that enhance the users’ 
understanding of the Fair Housing 
design and construction requirements. 
The commenter wrote that once the 
final rule is published, the next step 
should be the updating of the Design 
Manual, referencing ANSI 1998 and 
2003. 
Several commenters suggested that 
HUD phase out all safe harbors other 
than the 2003 edition of ANSI A117.1. 
The commenters wrote that reliance on 
the latest edition would avoid any 
confusion regarding the applicable 
accessibility requirements. One of the 
commenters wrote that, in reference to 
a building with dwelling units to which 
the Fair Housing Act and Section 504 
apply, these dual standards for housing 
accessibility coupled with the 
multiplicity of safe harbors could result 
in confusion. 
Response: The Department has 
considered all of the comments offered 
on its request for comment on the 
appropriateness of sunsetting some of 
the current HUD-recognized safe 
harbors at some future time. At present, 
the Department has not determined 
whether in the future it might be 
appropriate to sunset some of the safe 
harbors. If it decides to do so in the 
future, the Department will give the 
public appropriate notice and 
opportunity to comment at that time. 
With respect to one of the commenter’s 
concerns that ANSI 1992 is no longer in 
print, as noted earlier in this preamble, 
the 1992 edition of ANSI 117.1 is 
available from the International Code 
Council. 
IV. HUD Policy Regarding HUD- 
Recognized Safe Harbors for 
Compliance With the Fair Housing 
Act’s Design and Construction 
Requirements 
As the Department noted in the 
preamble to the proposed rule, with the 
recognition of ICC/ANSI A117.1–2003 
and the 2006 IBC as safe harbors, the 
Department currently recognizes 10 safe 
harbors for compliance with the design 
and construction requirements of the 
Fair Housing Act. (See 72 FR 39541– 
39542.) These documents are: 
1. Fair Housing Accessibility 
Guidelines, March 6, 1991 (http:// 
www.hud.gov/offices/fheo/disabilities/ 
fhefhag.cfm), in conjunction with the 
June 28, 1994, Supplement to Notice of 
Fair Housing Accessibility Guidelines: 
Questions and Answers About the 
Guidelines (http://www.hud.gov/offices/ 
fheo/disabilities/fhefhasp.cfm); 
2. Fair Housing Act Design Manual 
(http://www.huduser.org/publications/ 
destech/fairhousing.html), published by 
HUD in 1996 and updated in 1998; 
3. ANSI A117.1–1986, Accessible and 
Usable Buildings and Facilities 
(available from Global Engineering 
Documents, 15 Inverness Way East, 
Englewood, Colorado 90112), in 
conjunction with the Fair Housing Act, 
HUD’s regulations, and the Guidelines 
for the scoping requirements; 
4. CABO/ANSI A117.1–1992, 
Accessible and Usable Buildings and 
Facilities (http://www.iccsafe.org), in 
conjunction with the Fair Housing Act, 
HUD’s regulations, and the Guidelines 
for the scoping requirements; 
5. ICC/ANSI A117.1–1998, Accessible 
and Usable Buildings and Facilities 
(http://www.iccsafe.org), in conjunction 
with the Fair Housing Act, HUD’s 
regulations, and the Guidelines for the 
scoping requirements; 
6. ICC/ANSI A117.1–2003, Accessible 
and Usable Buildings and Facilities 
(http://www.iccsafe.org), in conjunction 
with the Fair Housing Act, HUD’s 
regulations, and the Guidelines for the 
scoping requirements; 
7. 2000 ICC Code Requirements for 
Housing Accessibility (CRHA), 
published by the International Code 
Council (ICC), October 2000 (http:// 
www.iccsafe.org) (ICC has issued an 
errata sheet to the CRHA); 
8. 2000 International Building Code, 
as amended by the 2001 Supplement to 
the International Building Code (2001 
IBC Supplement); 
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2 ICC’s Web site includes information about the 
condition placed on HUD’s approval of the 2003 





9. 2003 International Building Code, 
published by ICC (http:// 
www.iccsafe.org), December 2002, with 
one condition: Effective February 28, 
2005, HUD determined that the IBC 
2003 is a safe harbor, conditioned upon 
ICC publishing and distributing a 
statement to jurisdictions and past and 
future purchasers of the 2003 IBC 
stating, ‘‘ICC interprets Section 1104.1, 
and specifically the Exception to 
Section 1104.1, to be read together with 
Section 1107.4, and that the Code 
requires an accessible pedestrian route 
from site arrival points to accessible 
building entrances, unless site 
impracticality applies. Exception 1 to 
Section 1107.4 is not applicable to site 
arrival points for any Type B dwelling 
units because site impracticality is 
addressed under Section 1107.7 2’’; and 
10. 2006 International Building Code, 
published by ICC (http:// 
www.iccsafe.org) in January 2006, with 
a January 31, 2007, erratum to correct 
the text missing from Section 1107.7.5 
and interpreted in accordance with the 
relevant 2006 IBC Commentary. 
The Department is also reiterating, in 
this preamble to the final rule, its policy 
with respect to the above safe harbors, 
as it did in the preamble to the proposed 
rule. If a State or locality has adopted 
one of the above documents without 
modification to the provisions that 
address the Fair Housing Act 
requirements, a building covered by the 
Act’s design and construction 
requirements will be deemed compliant, 
provided: (1) The building is designed 
and constructed in accordance with 
plans and specifications approved 
during the building permitting process 
and (2) the building code official does 
not waive, incorrectly interpret, or 
misapply one or more of those 
requirements. However, neither the fact 
that a jurisdiction has adopted a code 
that conforms with the accessibility 
requirements of the Fair Housing Act, 
nor that construction of a building 
subject to the Fair Housing Act was 
approved under such a code, changes 
HUD’s statutory responsibility to 
conduct an investigation, following 
receipt of a complaint from an aggrieved 
person, to determine whether the 
requirements of the Fair Housing Act 
have been met. Nor does either fact 
prohibit the Department of Justice from 
investigating whether violations of the 
Fair Housing Act’s design and 
construction provisions may have 
occurred. The Fair Housing Act 
provides that: ‘‘Determinations by a 
State or unit of general local government 
under paragraphs 5(A) and (B) shall not 
be conclusive in enforcement 
proceedings under this title.’’ 42 U.S.C. 
3604(f)(6)(a). 
HUD’s investigation of an 
accessibility discrimination complaint 
under the Fair Housing Act typically 
involves, inter alia, a review of building 
permits, certificates of occupancy, and 
construction documents showing the 
design of the buildings and the site, and 
an on-site survey of the buildings and 
property. During the investigation, HUD 
investigators take measurements of 
relevant interior and exterior elements 
on the property. All parties to the 
complaint have an opportunity to 
present evidence concerning, inter alia, 
whether HUD has jurisdiction over the 
complaint, and whether the Act has 
been violated as alleged. In enforcing 
the design and construction 
requirements of the Fair Housing Act, a 
prima facie case may be established by 
proving a violation of HUD’s Fair 
Housing Accessibility Guidelines. This 
prima facie case may be rebutted by 
demonstrating compliance with a 
recognized, comparable, objective 
measure of accessibility. See Order on 
Secretarial Review, U.S. Department of 
Housing and Urban Development and 
Montana Fair Housing, Inc. v. Brent 
Nelson, HUD ALJ 05–068FH (September 
21, 2006) (2006 WL 4540542). In making 
a determination as to whether the 
design and construction requirements of 
the Fair Housing Act have been 
violated, HUD uses the Fair Housing 
Act, the regulations, and the Guidelines, 
all of which reference the technical 
standards found in ANSI A117.1–1986. 
It is the Department’s position that 
these documents represent safe harbors 
only when used in their entirety; that is, 
once a specific safe harbor document 
has been selected, the building in 
question should comply with all of the 
provisions in that document that 
address the Fair Housing Act design and 
construction requirements to ensure the 
full benefit of the safe harbor. The 
benefit of safe harbor status may be lost 
if, for example, a designer or builder 
chooses to select provisions from more 
than one of the above safe harbor 
documents or from a variety of sources, 
and will be lost if waivers of provisions 
are requested and obtained from state or 
local governmental agencies. A designer 
or builder taking this approach runs the 
risk of building an inaccessible 
property. While this does not 
necessarily mean that failure to meet all 
of the respective provisions of a specific 
safe harbor document will result in 
unlawful discrimination under the Fair 
Housing Act, designers and builders 
that choose to depart from the 
provisions of a specific safe harbor bear 
the burden of demonstrating that their 
actions result in compliance with the 
Act’s design and construction 
requirements. HUD’s purpose in 
recognizing a number of safe harbors for 
compliance with the Fair Housing Act’s 
design and construction requirements is 
to provide a range of options that, if 
followed in their entirety during the 
design and construction phase without 
modification or waiver, will result in 
residential buildings that comply with 
the design and construction 
requirements of the Act. 
V. Additional Information 
A link to the Department’s report of 
its review of the 2006 IBC, as well as the 
February 28, 2005, and March 23, 2000, 
reports, is located at http:// 
www.hud.gov/offices/fheo/disabilities/ 
modelcodes/. The Fair Housing Act, as 
amended in 1988, and the Fair Housing 
Accessibility Guidelines can also be 
obtained through links provided at this 
Web site. The Fair Housing Act 
regulations are located at http:// 
www.access.gpo.gov/nara/cfr/ 
waisidx_00/24cfr100_00.html. CABO/ 
ANSI A117.1–1992, ICC/ANSI A117.1– 
1998, and ICC/ANSI A117.1–2003 are 
available for purchase at http:// 
www.iccsafe.org/e/category.html. ANSI 
A117.1–1986 is available from Global 
Engineering Documents, 15 Inverness 
Way East, Englewood, CO 80112, 
telephone number 1–800–854–7179, 
and can be purchased at global.ihs.com. 
VI. Findings and Certifications 
Regulatory Flexibility Act 
The Regulatory Flexibility Act (RFA) 
(5 U.S.C. 601 et seq.) generally requires 
an agency to conduct a regulatory 
flexibility analysis on any rule subject to 
notice and comment rulemaking 
requirements, unless the agency certifies 
that the rule will not have a significant 
economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entities. This final rule 
adopts the 2003 edition of ANSI A117.1 
for purposes of defining technical 
standards for accessibility for covered 
multifamily dwellings. The final rule 
also provides that compliance with the 
1986 edition of ANSI A117.1 that HUD 
previously adopted, as well as with the 
1992 and 1998 editions of ANSI A117.1, 
would meet the requirements of the Fair 
Housing Act and of HUD-recognized 
safe harbors. Small entities need not 
incur a significant economic impact, as 
small entities can still be in compliance 
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with the requirements of the Fair 
Housing Act if they continue to use the 
1986 ANSI A117.1 technical standard. 
Adopting the 2003 edition, as well as 
the 1992 and 1998 editions of the 
standard, may even alleviate a 
significant economic impact for small 
entities, as those entities may find 
compliance with more recent editions of 
the ANSI A117.1 standard to be less 
burdensome than compliance with the 
1986 edition. The final rule does not 
impose an undue burden on small 
entities, as the rule would merely codify 
the use of more recent ANSI A117.1 
standards as satisfying the design and 
construction requirements of the Fair 
Housing Act. Therefore, the 
undersigned certifies that this final rule 
will not have a significant economic 
impact on a substantial number of small 
entities. 
Federalism Impact 
Executive Order 13132 (entitled 
‘‘Federalism’’) prohibits, to the extent 
practicable and permitted by law, an 
agency from promulgating a regulation 
that has federalism implications and 
either imposes substantial direct 
compliance costs on state and local 
governments and is not required by 
statute, or preempts state law, unless the 
relevant requirements of section 6 of the 
Executive Order are met. This rule does 
not have federalism implications and 
does not impose substantial direct 
compliance costs on state and local 
governments or preempt state law 
within the meaning of the Executive 
Order. 
Environmental Impact 
This final rule is a policy document 
that sets out fair housing and 
nondiscrimination standards. 
Accordingly, under 24 CFR 50.19(c)(3), 
this final rule is categorically excluded 
from environmental review under the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.). 
Unfunded Mandates Reform Act 
Title II of the Unfunded Mandates 
Reform Act (UMRA) of 1995 (2 U.S.C. 
1531–1538) requires federal agencies to 
assess the effects of their regulatory 
actions on state, local, and tribal 
governments, and on the private sector. 
This final rule does not impose, within 
the meaning of the UMRA, any federal 
mandates on any state, local, or tribal 
governments, or on the private sector. 
Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
The Catalog of Federal Domestic 
Assistance number for this program is 
14.400. 
VII. Incorporation by Reference 
These reference standards are 
approved by the Director of the Federal 
Register for incorporation by reference 
in accordance with 5 U.S.C. 552(a) and 
1 CFR part 51. Copies of these standards 
may be obtained from the following 
organizations: 
ICC/ANSI A117.1–2003, ICC/ANSI 
A117.1–1998, and CABO/ANSI A117.1– 
1992 may be obtained from the 
International Code Council, 500 New 
Jersey Avenue, NW., 6th Floor, 
Washington, DC 20001–2070, telephone 
number 1–888–422–7233, and may be 
ordered online at http:// 
www.iccsafe.org/cs/standards/a117/ 
order.html. 
ANSI A117.1–1986 may be obtained 
from Global Engineering Documents, 15 
Inverness Way East, Englewood, CO 
80112, telephone number 1–800–854– 
7179, and may be ordered online at 
global.ihs.com. 
The 1986, 1992, 1998, and 2003 
editions of ANSI A117.1 may be 
inspected at the Department of Housing 
and Urban Development, 451 Seventh 
Street, SW., Room 5240, Washington, 
DC 20410–0001, telephone number 202– 
708–2333. 
List of Subjects in 24 CFR Part 100 
Fair housing, Incorporation by 
reference, Individuals with disabilities. 
■ For the reasons stated in the preamble, 
HUD amends 24 CFR part 100 as 
follows: 
PART 100—DISCRIMINATORY 
CONDUCT UNDER THE FAIR HOUSING 
ACT 
■ 1. The authority for 24 CFR part 100 
continues to read as follows: 
Authority: 42 U.S.C. 3535(d), 3600–3620. 
■ 2. In § 100.201, remove the definition 
of ‘‘ANSI A117.1–1986’’ and revise the 
definitions of ‘‘Accessible,’’ ‘‘Accessible 
route,’’ and ‘‘Building entrance on an 
accessible route’’ to read as follows: 
§ 100.201 Definitions. 
Accessible, when used with respect to 
the public and common use areas of a 
building containing covered multifamily 
dwellings, means that the public or 
common use areas of the building can 
be approached, entered, and used by 
individuals with physical disabilities. 
The phrase ‘‘readily accessible to and 
usable by’’ is synonymous with 
accessible. A public or common use area 
that complies with the appropriate 
requirements of ICC/ANSI A117.1–2003 
(incorporated by reference at 
§ 100.201a), ICC/ANSI A117.1–1998 
(incorporated by reference at 
§ 100.201a), CABO/ANSI A117.1–1992 
(incorporated by reference at 
§ 100.201a), ANSI A117.1–1986 
(incorporated by reference at 
§ 100.201a), or a comparable standard is 
deemed ‘‘accessible’’ within the 
meaning of this paragraph. 
Accessible route means a continuous 
unobstructed path connecting accessible 
elements and spaces in a building or 
within a site that can be negotiated by 
a person with a severe disability using 
a wheelchair and that is also safe for 
and usable by people with other 
disabilities. Interior accessible routes 
may include corridors, floors, ramps, 
elevators, and lifts. Exterior accessible 
routes may include parking access 
aisles, curb ramps, walks, ramps, and 
lifts. A route that complies with the 
appropriate requirements of ICC/ANSI 
A117.1–2003 (incorporated by reference 
at § 100.201a), ICC/ANSI A117.1–1998 
(incorporated by reference at 
§ 100.201a), CABO/ANSI A117.1–1992, 
ANSI A117.1–1986 (incorporated by 
reference at § 100.201a), or a comparable 
standard is an ‘‘accessible route.’’ 
* * * * * 
Building entrance on an accessible 
route means an accessible entrance to a 
building that is connected by an 
accessible route to public transportation 
stops, to accessible parking and 
passenger loading zones, or to public 
streets or sidewalks, if available. A 
building entrance that complies with 
ICC/ANSI A117.1–2003 (incorporated 
by reference at § 100.201a), ICC/ANSI 
A117.1–1998 (incorporated by reference 
at § 100.201a), CABO/ANSI A117.1– 
1992 (incorporated by reference at 
§ 100.201a), ANSI A117.1–1986 
(incorporated by reference at 
§ 100.201a), or a comparable standard 
complies with the requirements of this 
paragraph. 
* * * * * 
■ 3. Add § 100.201a to read as follows: 
§ 100.201a Incorporation by reference. 
(a) The following standards are 
incorporated by reference into 24 CFR 
part 100 pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 552(a) and 
1 CFR part 51, as though set forth in full. 
The incorporation by reference of these 
standards has been approved by the 
Director of the Federal Register. The 
effect of compliance with these 
standards is as stated in 24 CFR 
100.205. 
(b) The addresses of organizations 
from which the referenced standards 
can be obtained appear below: 
(1) American National Standard: 
Accessible and Usable Buildings and 
Facilities, 2003 edition, (ICC/ANSI 
A117.1–2003), may be obtained from the 
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